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662 East Bay St. could be meved to another focation.
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‘Fonndatlou,andscveraloftheboard
.-members had-reservations about the
" design of the condominiums. -

. “Idon’t think it looks urban, I think
~it looks beachy,” said board member !-
"James H. Small ‘His opinion was
shared by another board member,
"l‘homptonE.Penney who said the
- buildings were not designed-to Jook
tropical in the sense that Charleston
:is tropical, but were instead more like
+“a Hawaiian tropical”

The director of the city’s Depart-
meat of Planning and Urban Develop-
_ment recommended the preliminary
approval of the Lockwood Drive
"plans, whick were designed by Low-
.country Design Associates. D. Wil
. Hiam Wallace said the architect had
done a good job of designing the

within the context of the

surrounding neighborhood.
*  *It’s not that this is a neighborhood
"thaf has a barmonious, one style of
architecture,” Wallace said. Several
‘buildings were moved to a site nearhy
on Lockwood Drive, “and quite hon-
‘estly, I don’t think any of them are
veryaﬁnctzvebnﬂdings, hesaid
The boerd set a meeting
date of Oct. 18 at 5 pm. to deal with
tke Lockwood Drive project.
Approval was granted for two new
‘retail shop signs fo be erected on
. poles at 212 and 214 King Street. But
-the city may eventually order the
_signs to be removed if a commission
now studying the issue reaches a con-
clusion about the number and location
of the sign standards on Xing Street.
. BAR Chairman Charles Steinert
‘said a city ordinance states that it is
illegal to erect the sign standards on
the King Street sidewalks south of
Wentworth Street. A city commission
.is studying the issue, and its recom-
meudaho:smaymltmafutureor—
-der to remove some of the signs,
" Steinert said.

The board also granted prelimi-

| nary approval to renovation plans for
28 Chapel St.




